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WILL THE HONG KONG MODEL SURVIVE?:
AN ASSESSMENT 20 YEARS AFTER THE
HANDOVER

WEDNESDAY, MAY 3, 2017

CONGRESSIONAL-EXECUTIVE
COMMISSION ON CHINA,
Washington, DC.

The hearing was convened, pursuant to notice, at 9:34 a.m., in
Room 138, Dirksen Senate Office Building, Hon. Marco Rubio,
Chairman, presiding.

Also present: Cochairman Christopher Smith; Senators Steve
Daines, Angus King, and Tom Cotton.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. MARCO RUBIO, A U.S. SEN-
ATOR FROM FLORIDA; CHAIRMAN, CONGRESSIONAL-EXECU-
TIVE COMMISSION ON CHINA

Chairman RuUBIO. All right, good morning. Good morning. This is
a hearing of the Congressional-Executive Commission on China.
The title of the hearing is “Will the Hong Kong Model Survive?: An
Assessment 20 Years After the Handover.”

We are going to have two panels testifying today. The first panel
will feature the Right Honorable Lord Patten of Barnes, Chris-
topher Patten, testifying via video link from London.

Lord Patten, in addition to serving in the House of Lords, was
the last British governor of Hong Kong and oversaw the transfer
to China 20 years ago this July.

The second panel will include Joshua Wong from the Umbrella
Movement, its leader, now the secretary-general of the new Hong
Kong political party Demosisto.

Demosisto? Did I pronounce that? Great.

Martin Lee, barrister, founding chairman of the Democratic
Party of Hong Kong, former member of the Drafting Committee for
the Basic Law and former member of the Legislative Council of
Hong Kong from 1985 through 2008.

Lam Wing Kee, founder, Causeway Bay Books, one of the five
forcibly disappeared Hong Kong booksellers.

And Ellen Bork, a writer whose work on democracy and human
rights as a priority in American foreign policy, has appeared in the
Wall Street Journal, the Washington Post, and the Financial
Times, among other publications.

I would also note that translating for Mr. Lam is Ms. Mak Yin-
ting, a journalist and veteran of the Hong Kong Journalists Asso-
ciation, the territory’s leading defender of press freedom.
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As has already been noted, today’s hearing is timely, given the
20th anniversary this July of the British handover of Hong Kong.
As we rewatch film footage and commentary of that historic day,
we cannot help but take note of the pageantry, the raising and low-
ering of flags, the solemn handshakes, the national anthems.

Many observers describe the handover as signifying the sunset of
a once-great colonial power and the ascent of a rising China. But
there was and remains far more at stake.

On that day in 1997, Lord Patten, who we will hear from mo-
mentarily, spoke of Hong Kong’s unshakable destiny, a Hong Kong
governed by and for the people of Hong Kong. And it is that destiny
that animates today’s gathering.

However, in recent years, Beijing has consistently undermined
the “one country, two systems” principle and has infringed on the
democratic freedoms that the residents of Hong Kong are supposed
to be guaranteed under the Sino-British Joint Declaration, which
is an international treaty, and Hong Kong’s Basic Law.

The rise of localist politicians and activists who call for greater
political and legal self-determination for Hong Kong has drawn
harsh reprisals from the Chinese and Hong Kong Governments.

The Chinese Government’s November 2016 interpretation of
Hong Kong’s Basic Law effectively prohibited two recently elected
Hong Kong legislators from taking office and was viewed as a blow
to Hong Kong’s judicial independence.

The Hong Kong Government is currently seeking the removal
from office of four other pro-democratic legislators all along the
same lines.

In March of this year, nine activists were arrested for their par-
ticipation in the Occupy Central protests in 2014, including two sit-
ting pro-democratic lawmakers. Their arrests came less than 24
hours after the undemocratic “election” of Carrie Lam to serve as
Hong Kong’s next chief executive, which drew widespread con-
demnation and accusations of a retaliatory campaign aimed at pun-
ishing leaders of the Hong Kong democracy movement and sup-
pressing dissent prior to her taking office.

In late 2015, five Hong Kong-based booksellers, including one of
today’s witnesses, were disappeared or abducted to mainland
China. One of these booksellers, Gui Minhai, a Swedish citizen ab-
ducted from Thailand, remains in custody in China where he will
mark his 53rd birthday this coming Friday.

The disappearances and abductions of the booksellers and their
coerced, “confessions” which were broadcast on Hong Kong tele-
vision, sent shockwaves through the city and are reflective of a
larger, troubling trend in the area of press freedom and freedom of
expression.

Today happens to be World Press Freedom Day and it bears
mentioning that the recently released Reporters Without Borders
index ranking, which ranks countries for their press freedom envi-
ronment, had Hong Kong slipping four places in a single year.

In February, Senators Cardin and Cotton joined me in intro-
ducing the bipartisan Hong Kong Human Rights and Democracy
Act, which would renew the United States’ historical commitment
to Hong Kong at a time when its autonomy is increasingly under
assault.
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The legislation also establishes punitive measures against gov-
ernment officials in Hong Kong or mainland China who are respon-
sible for suppressing basic freedoms.

Looking ahead, Congress will be closely watching how Hong
Kong authorities and the mainland handle the 20th anniversary as
well as whether Ms. Lam moves to reintroduce Article 23, widely
despised anti-subversion and anti-sedition legislation first proposed
in 2002, which triggered massive protests in which half-a-million
Hong Kongers took to the streets.

And for all these reasons is why we look forward to today’s hear-
ing, because without question there are many layers and complex-
ities to our relationship with China as evidenced by the questions
during yesterday’s hearing for Governor Branstad to serve as U.S.
Ambassador to China.

Despite the multitude of challenges, Hong Kong’s future, indeed
its destiny, must not be sidelined. China’s assault on democratic in-
stitutions and human rights is of central importance to the people
of Hong Kong and to its status as a free market, economic power-
house and hub for international trade and investment.

We cannot allow Hong Kong to go the way of Beijing’s failed
authoritarianism and one-party rule.

At this time, I would turn to Congressman Smith. And I would
note that the congressman has another important bill up for mark-
up. At some point, he will have to leave early, but we, as always,
are appreciative of his incredible leadership on this commission
and on this cause.

4 [The prepared statement of Senator Rubio appears in the appen-
ix.]

STATEMENT OF HON. CHRISTOPHER SMITH, A U.S. REP-
RESENTATIVE FROM NEW JERSEY; COCHAIRMAN, CONGRES-
SIONAL-EXECUTIVE COMMISSION ON CHINA

Representative SMITH. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.
And I want to thank you for convening this extremely important
and timely hearing.

Two-and-a-half years ago, tens of thousands of Hong Kong resi-
dents peacefully gathered in the streets, yellow umbrellas in hand,
seeking electoral reform and greater democracy.

Joshua Wong was at the forefront of that movement along with
%\Iaghan Law and Alex Chow and so many other young student
eaders.

The Umbrella Movement was not only composed of students, but
included veterans of the democracy movement in Hong Kong, in-
cluding the incomparable Martin Lee.

It is good to see Joshua and Martin here today, bringing together
the generations of advocates committed to Hong Kong’s freedom
and autonomy.

Joshua Wong and all those associated with the Umbrella Move-
ment have become important symbols of Hong Kong’s vitality and
its freedoms. They are now part of Hong Kong’s unique brand. And
any effort to detain, censor, or intimidate them dangers that brand.

Over the past two years, Senator Rubio and I along with other
members of the China Commission have introduced the Hong Kong
Human Rights and Democracy Act. And we have worked in Con-
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gress to maintain the State Department’s annual report on Hong
Kong.

We have issued strong statements of solidarity with and concern
for the political prosecutions of Joshua and other Umbrella Move-
ment leaders, the unprecedented interventions by the Chinese Gov-
ernment in Hong Kong’s courts and political affairs, and the abduc-
tions of Hong Kong booksellers and other citizens.

We have also discussed the erosion of Hong Kong’s autonomy and
freedoms with both U.S. and Chinese officials.

I especially want to commend Senator Rubio for his leadership
on human rights issues and on Hong Kong. We have worked to-
gether closely and I am honored to work with him on this commis-
sion. Senator Rubio is a true champion of the globe’s oppressed and
persecuted.

As long as I have the privilege of serving as chair of the China
Commission, the House chair, I promise to continue shining a light
on Hong Kong.

Maintaining Hong Kong’s autonomy is a critical U.S. interest.
The United States also has a clear interest in Beijing abiding by
its international agreements in Hong Kong and elsewhere.

The democratic aspirations of the people of Hong Kong cannot be
indefinitely suppressed. My colleagues and I promise to stand with
Hong Kong and call attention to violations of basic human rights
as they have occurred and, sadly, are still occurring.

Through Beijing’s increasingly rough oversight of Hong Kong,
though it may not be as brutal as that pursued on the mainland,
it is no less pernicious. The ultimate goal is eroding Hong Kong’s
guaranteed freedoms and the rule of law and intimidating those
who try to defend them.

This year will be the 20th anniversary of the handover of Hong
Kong. And I think it is very important that Lord Christopher Pat-
ten will be testifying. He has provided insights to this commission
before, always timely and always very, very incisive.

Unfortunately, it seems the territory’s autonomy now looks in-
creasingly fragile. Again, all the more reason why we need to hear
from him.

We are coming up on another anniversary as well, the 25th anni-
versary of the Hong Kong Policy Act. At this juncture, we should
be examining both the health of the “one country, two systems”
model and examining the very assumptions that underline U.S.-
Hong Kong relations, what can be done differently, what new prior-
ities should be set.

The Hong Kong Policy Act of 1992 is based on the assumption
that freedom, the rule of law, and autonomy promised to Hong
Kong would be protected and respected. It was also based on the
assumption that time was on the side of freedom, that trade and
investment would eventually bring political liberalization and
human rights to mainland China.

As Chairman Rubio and I have been saying for some time, one
can no longer base U.S. policy on the fantasy that China’s future
will be more democratic and more open.

Mainland China has become more repressive under Xi Jinping,
not less. Prosperity has turned a poor authoritarian country into a
rich authoritarian country with predictable results for China’s
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rights defenders, ethnic and religious groups, labor and democracy
advocates, foreign businesses, and Hong Kong’s autonomy.

Some will argue that the best course of action would be to retreat
into a hard realism, recognizing China’s interests and spheres of
influence to protect U.S. interests.

We could ignore what is happening in Hong Kong and shift re-
sponsibility, say, to the British or some undefined international
body. I strongly disagree.

We do not need a new realism to govern our China policy. In-
stead, we need a new idealism, a renewed commitment to demo-
cratic ideals, to human rights and the rule of law in ways that com-
p(itl:e directly with the Chinese model in Asia, Africa, and else-
where.

Chinese leaders need to know that the United States stands for
freedom of expression, religion, Internet freedom, the rule of law,
universal suffrage, an end to torture, and other fundamental
human rights.

Again, I want to thank you and would ask unanimous consent
that my full statement be made a part of the record.

And I do regret we have a markup at 10 o’clock on the House
side. The first bill that is up is my bill on combating human traf-
ficking, so I have to be there to defend it.

So thank you, Mr. Chairman.

[The prepared statement of Representative Smith appears in the
appendix.]

Chairman RuUBIO. Thank you. Thank you, Congressman. Thank
you for your leadership.

And we will proceed here quickly via our videoconference with
Lord Patten.

We thank you for joining us today. We look forward to your testi-
mony and our questions. And I am hoping that you can hear us
clearly.

Lord PATTEN. I can indeed.

Chairman RuBIio. Well, thank you for joining us today. You are
recognized, sir.

STATEMENT OF THE RIGHT HONORABLE LORD PATTEN OF
BARNES, CHRISTOPHER PATTEN, 28TH GOVERNOR OF HONG
KONG, 1992-1997 (APPEARING LIVE VIA VIDEO TELECONFER-
ENCE)

Lord PATTEN. First of all, I would like to thank you very much
indeed for giving me the opportunity of speaking to you again. I
spoke to you last in 2014 in November. And we spoke then prin-
cipally about the extraordinarily moving demonstrations that were
taking place in Hong Kong.

Since then, as you have said, we have had two lots of elections
which give a peculiarly Chinese meaning to the word “election” and
arednot quite the democratic events that you, Senator, and I are
used to.

I will not go through all that again. I explored those issues at
some length in 2014 in relation to the Joint Declaration, the Basic
Law, and the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights.
And all that is on the record.
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I can go back over it again if you would like, but it is perfectly
clear that Hong Kong has not been given what it was promised by
the new sovereign power.

Perhaps I can just, by way of introduction, make four or five
points.

The first is one I made before, namely that Beijing, the Chinese
Communists consistently argue that what happens in Hong Kong
is nobody else’s affair and that others should avoid interfering.
Well, that is not true on two levels and indeed on a third.

On the first level, Hong Kong’s autonomy and way of life for 50
years, guaranteed under the Joint Declaration, which is an inter-
national treaty between Britain and China in which first Britain
undertook that it would deliver some things to the people of Hong
Kong and report on that to China.

And today, the situation is reversed. China is supposed to keep
its word to the people of Hong Kong and Britain has every right
to interfere in that and argue about whether that has actually hap-
pened.

Now, whether or not China keeps its word on the Joint Declara-
tion over time is plainly a matter of considerable interest, which
is the second reason why we have to be concerned, to the rest of
the international community. Because if China breaks its word
over the Joint Declaration and, by extension, the International
Covenant and the Basic Law, if China breaks its word on those
things, where do we trust it on other international agreements?

And the third point is a straightforward one about Hong Kong’s
development. Hong Kong is a huge important international trading
and economic hub. And an example of that is that there are 1,200
American companies, or perhaps more now, based in Hong Kong.
So it is in America’s interest and the international community’s in-
terest that Hong Kong should be well-governed and should have a
reasonable balance between economic and political freedom.

The other points I would like to make very briefly are these, that
most of the people I respect in Hong Kong have argued that there
has plainly been an erosion of autonomy and of the rule of law over
the last few years, direct attacks on autonomy with the abductions
that you referred to, and most recently the abduction of a billion-
aire who was plainly a bag carrier for some of the wealthiest mem-
bers of the Chinese leadership in Beijing.

There has been pressure on the independence of the judiciary,
which I suppose the most outrageous example of that was an inter-
vention by the National People’s Congress in a case which was al-
reaﬁy before the Hong Kong courts and was being properly dealt
with.

Third, there are real worries about pressure on the institutional
and academic autonomy of universities. I think the view on the
part of the Chinese Communist Party is that the democracy move-
ment came out of students and came out of universities, particu-
larly from law faculties, which has encouraged them, the Joint Li-
aison Office in Hong Kong and others, to interfere in university au-
tonomy.

And freedom of speech, as you said, continues to be a problem.
We have not had anything as outrageous as the appalling machete
attack on a very brave journalist, Kevin Lau, in the early part of
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2014. But there is still the sense of financial and physical intimida-
tion of the press.

The other points I just wanted to make very briefly are, first of
all, we have seen, partly because any dialogue with the democracy
movement and with young people and with not-so-young people in
Hong Kong, any dialogue has been cut off. I think it is not unfair
to say that Carrie Lam did not give the impression when she was
talking to the students of being very interested in what they had
to say.

And I think as a consequence of that, we have seen what I be-
lieve to be an unwise development of what is called, politely, local-
ism, the attempt to argue the case for Hong Kong’s not just auton-
omy within China, but for Hong Kong’s independence.

And I think a lot of people who are totally supportive as I am
of greater progress toward democracy, of standing up for the rule
of law, are very, very doubtful about the wisdom of arguing for
Hong Kong to have independence as a sovereign state. I simply
think that that plays to the hardliners in Beijing. And I do not
think it has been terribly wise.

The last points I want to make are there. There is a lot of talk,
not least on the part of political scientists, distinguished geo-
political experts like Graham Allison in the United States, about
what they call the Thucydides Trap, about the almost inevitable
way in which, or they say the inevitable way in which great powers
are pushed into dealing aggressively with powers that are on the
rise. And that obviously is a backdrop in some respects to the way
we handle China in the next few years.

But the way we handle China in the next few years will largely
depend on the way that China handles us and the way that China
handles its responsibilities. And I think that Hong Kong, to that
extent, exemplifies some of the biggest issues that we will face in
the century ahead, how China takes its part in the international
community, how we balance economic and political freedom, how
China copes with its regional relationships.

Now, if China cannot even handle the reasonable democratic as-
pirations, as it promised to do of people in Hong Kong, it does not
give one a huge amount of confidence in its ability to handle wider
issues.

We are told that President Xi Jinping may well be going to Hong
Kong at the beginning of July to swear-in Carrie Lam and to cele-
brate the 20th anniversary of the handover of Hong Kong to China.

I hope that if that is true he takes the opportunity to reassure
people in Hong Kong that China still stands foursquare behind
what it promised back in 1984 and 1985 and later and that he, like
Deng Xiaoping, believes that people in Hong Kong are perfectly ca-
pable of running their own affairs. It was a very important remark
that Deng Xiaoping made back in 1984 to set the minds and hearts
of people in Hong Kong at rest.

Well, I have to say, though I think that there is much good that
is still happening in Hong Kong, people’s minds and hearts are not
exactly at rest at the moment.

4 [The prepared statement of Lord Patten appears in the appen-
ix.]
Chairman RUBIO. We thank you for your testimony.
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And I know that you are pressed on time. And we have a sub-
stantial time difference. So I will be brief unless any of the other
members of the commission appear during your time on our video
screen.

And I think you have touched on this already. But how would
you assess the British and Chinese Governments with regard to
fulfilling their respective obligations under the Joint Declaration?

As you looked 20 years into the future, is this what you thought
it would look like? Is this what you had envisioned from both sides
20 years ago?

Or if someone had told you this is the way it was going to look
like 20 years later, how would you have felt 20 years ago?

Lord PATTEN. I would have been pleased that the worst that
some people anticipated did not happen. There are many, Milton
Friedman was one, who thought that “one country, two systems”
was impossible. There were others who thought that, for example,
even I would be leaving in a helicopter from the ballroom roof in
Government House and that sooner or later there would be vio-
lence in Hong Kong. And that has not happened, though there has
occasionally been some pretty rough policing.

When I was in Hong Kong, we would occasionally have a few
hundred people demonstrating. It has been rather different from
that.

But there has been, I think, a steady and growing erosion as
Anson Chan and as Martin Lee and others have said of Hong
Kong’s autonomy. And I think that is much to be regretted. And
Hong Kong and China will be the losers from that.

I do not want to exaggerate and I have never set myself up as
a day-to-day commentator on everything that goes wrong in Hong
Kong.

The Taiwanese, of course, not least because “one country, two
systems” was designed for them as well, keep a very beady eye on
things and have suggested that there have been 169 breaches of
the Joint Declaration. Well, I would not say that myself.

What I would say is that the British Government has not always
been, and let me choose my words very carefully, has not always
been very robust in drawing attention to breaches, whether large
or small, of the undertakings, both the letter and the spirit, made
by China. And I rather regret that.

The House of Commons Select Committee on Foreign Affairs did
produce itself quite a robust report in 2015 having been banned
from going to Hong Kong by the Chinese authorities.

I just hope that we will speak out, the British Government will
speak out rather more loudly over the coming months and years.
I have always felt that we, and I blame myself a bit, but I blame
British Governments over a long period of time, I always felt that
we let down the generation before Joshua Wong, his parents’ gen-
eration. And I hope that we do not let down Joshua Wong’s genera-
tion as well.

Because the most exciting and important thing I think to have
happened is there remains in Hong Kong a sense of citizenship in
a free society, which is exemplified by the brave way in which
Joshua and his colleagues have behaved.
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Chairman RUBIO. I believe Senator Daines, who happened to
have lived in Hong Kong at the time when you were governor, he
says it was very well run. [Laughter.]

But I wanted to give him an opportunity to speak to you across
the Atlantic.

Senator DAINES. Governor Patten?

Lord PATTEN. Hello.

Senator DAINES. How are you?

Lord PATTEN. I am very well. I am now running a great univer-
sity, Oxford University, where we have a lot of Chinese students
and a lot of Hong Kong students. And that means that I now enjoy
the cut and thrust of the politics of a university rather than the
real thing. Universities are sometimes a bit rougher.

Senator DAINES. Well, it is an honor to engage with you today
here, Governor Patten.

Just by way of brief introduction, my wife and I moved our fam-
ily to Guangzhou actually in January 1992. So I watched the tran-
sition, and was there as an expat working for Procter & Gamble
at the time.

Lord PATTEN. Wow.

Senator DAINES. And in fact, we used to travel back and forth
to Hong Kong quite frequently. It was where two of my children
were born pre-handover, while you were governor in fact, there at
that Matilda Hospital there on top of Victoria Peak.

Lord PATTEN. I know it well.

Senator DAINES. So does my wife. [Laughter.]

But we had a very good experience there, truly.

Lord PATTEN. See, despite some of the criticisms that I have been
making, the five years I spent there as governor were the best five
years of my life and the best five years of my family’s life.

Senator DAINES. Well, I will say, I thought you managed the
transition with great honor and dignity at a time there were a lot
of people wondering what was going to happen after July 1, 1997.

I was there in Hong Kong on June 30, 1997, and watched the
Union Jack come down for the last time. It was kind of a dreary
day, like a London day perhaps, when that occurred. But I remem-
ber it well.

Lord PATTEN. Certainly like today, it is raining today.

Senator DAINES. Not that it is always dreary in London, but you
know what I mean.

I just returned from Hong Kong. In fact, I led a congressional
delegation visit to China. We were in Beijing. We were in Hong
Kong and we were also in Tokyo. So we had a chance to interact
with the LegCo there. We had a chance to have a good conversation
with Chief Executive-designate Carrie Lam. And I think it was a
constructive conversation.

The change that I have seen, certainly since we moved there in
1992, we returned back to the states shortly after the handover,
has been nothing less than profound as I look at Hong Kong as
well as the rest of China.

When we moved over there, the Chinese GDP was $500 billion.
Today, it is somewhere north of $11 trillion. I believe Hong Kong’s
percentage of the overall China GDP in 1997 was around 18 per-
cent, I believe.
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Lord PATTEN. Yeah.

Senator DAINES. Does that sound about right? And I believe
today it is around——

Lord PATTEN. Seventeen, 18, yeah.

Senator DAINES [continuing]. Seventeen to 18 percent. And I
think today it is around 3 percent, I believe.

Lord PATTEN. Yes.

Senator DAINES. A function really of just a bigger denominator
now. So we have seen the incredible transformation of the economy
in China.

My question to you as you have watched this for many, many
years, as have I, is, what do you think will be the long-term com-
petitive differentiator between Hong Kong and Shenzhen or Hong
Kong and Guangzhou?

Lord PATTEN. The rule of law, above all, which is at the heart
of the sense of citizenship, which I think is the standout quality in
Hong Kong, which differentiates it from Shanghai or Shenzhen or
Guangzhou or the mainland cities. And I think it is an extraor-
dinarily precious sense of Hong Kong-Chinese identity, not just
Chinese identity.

What I have often been struck by is the extent to which Chinese
officials parrot Deng Xiaoping’s expression “one country, two sys-
tems,” but never actually think through what it means.

Marxists, if such they are, though I think Leninist is a better de-
scription, should understand the relationship between economics
and politics. And the system in Hong Kong is one in which people
have an inherent understanding of the balance between economic
and political freedom.

So I do not believe that is going to be stamped out when young
men and women like Joshua Wong still feel it as intensely as they
do. I certainly do not think it is going to be stamped out. And it
will remain a principal reason for Hong Kong’s ability to perform
successfully so well.

Of course, it is helped by the fact that it is part of the Pearl
River Delta economy. Of course, it is helped by the fact that it has
both helped to trigger and enjoyed some of the benefits of the ex-
traordinary period of growth in China.

But nobody should underestimate what Hong Kong contributed
to that. And I think it is of some relevance that so many Chinese
businesses will still come to Hong Kong to arbitrate disputes be-
tween them because they can trust the system in Hong Kong, but
cannot trust it in mainland China. So I think Hong Kong will con-
tinue to have an advantage.

And I would add to that, for a community of its size, and this
is something which Hong Kong should be very proud of, for a com-
munity of its size, say, 7 million, it is extraordinary that it has 2,
maybe 3 of the 50 best universities in the world. It has more uni-
versities in the top 50 than Germany or France. That is an out-
standing achievement.

And we all know that while there are other reasons for the acad-
emy, that it is part of a free society, it also has economic spinoffs
which we should not underestimate.

Senator DAINES. Thank you. And I want to make sure I promote
you to your proper title as Lord Patten.



11

Lord PATTEN. Only my wife calls me that. [Laughter.]

Senator DAINES. Well, it was just I still remember you so well
as governor. But you recently stated, Lord Patten, that the actions
of some Hong Kong democracy activists have actually diluted sup-
port for democracy.

Could you elaborate on that? And what advice would you offer
these activists?

Lord PATTEN. The advice I would offer them, and I do it with a
considerable sense of humility, because they are on the spot, they
are taking the risks, they are being much braver than I have ever
had to be, let us be clear about that, and the demonstrations in
2014 were an astonishing example to the rest of the world, to all
the world, except mainland China where the news was blacked out,
they were an extraordinary example of how direct action in pro-
moting democracy can be conducted in a way which is, by and
large, nonviolent, particularly unless local triad gangs were let
loose on the demonstrators. They behaved, on the whole, with ex-
emplary, peaceful intention.

My worry is that the argument for democracy becomes confused
if you start arguing for something which simply is not going to hap-
pen.

I cannot think of a large country, of any country which would
support Hong Kong becoming an independent, sovereign state. It is
just not going to happen.

And what does happen is that people in China are only fed sto-
ries about Hong Kong wanting to be independent of the rest of
China. They do not know about the struggle for democracy within
Hong Kong itself.

I can understand why people feel so frustrated by the lack of
democratic progress that they think they have got to go for some-
thing bigger. But I think it really does risk reducing support for
what is a powerful, a very powerful cause in democracy.

Now, when I was in Hong Kong last November, I made that
point to a big meeting of students at Hong Kong University. And
they were wonderfully polite; I do not think they agreed with me.
I mean, Joshua will know what the figures were, but probably
6(00), 700 people present. And I do not think there was a single
question which was supportive of the position I was trying to
argue.

But I really did think that I had some skin in this game. And
I think that people were likely to listen to me because they knew
I was so strongly in favor of the principal objective, which is Hong
Kong people running Hong Kong.

Senator DAINES. Lord Patten, we had a conversation with Chief
Executive-designate Carrie Lam when I was there a few weeks ago.
There were four U.S. Senators and two Members of the House of
Representatives that joined that discussion.

One of Carrie Lam’s most prominent opponents during the elec-
tion process was former financial secretary John Tsang who was
widely popular——

Lord PATTEN. Yes.

Senator DAINES.—widely popular among the Hong Kong resi-
dents. Given his popularity, what is your sense about what his fu-
ture prospects would be in Hong Kong politics? And how likely do
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you think Carrie Lam might consider him to be a part of her gov-
ernment?

Lord PATTEN. Well, I think it is uncomfortable for me to make
this point. But commendation from the former colonial oppressor
may be the kiss of death for some Hong Kong officials. [Laughter.]

I know John Tsang extremely well. He was my private secretary
when I was governor. He then represented Hong Kong in London.
He is an outstanding public servant and I think that was recog-
nized by the people in Hong Kong who gave him a lead over Carrie
Lam of, I think, something like 30 percent. I mean, he had a huge
lead in the opinion polls.

I guess he got the thumbs down from the ayatollahs because he
counseled on the case for dialogue with the democracy activists
whereas Carrie Lam did not seem to think that they needed to be
talked to at all. So I think that probably, as far as Beijing was con-
cerned, sank his chances.

But Hong Kong, of course, has a huge amount of talent, not least
in the public service. But the talent pool is not so overflowing that
you could ignore people like John Tsang. And I hope he will con-
tinue to have an active role in the public life of Hong Kong.

But I repeat: I am certainly not going to write him any ref-
erences because that would sink his chances like a dose of the
plague. [Laughter.]

Senator DAINES. Final question for you, Lord Patten. As you look
at the relationship between the United States and Hong Kong,
what opportunities do you see for greater economic and perhaps po-
litical engagement between the United States and Hong Kong?

Lord PATTEN. Well, I want to make one point very strongly.
When I was governor of Hong Kong, I had a huge amount of sup-
port from the State Department, from senators and congressmen
and, which was particularly gratifying, huge support from the
American business community.

I think I can say that I had more support from the American
business community than I had from any other, and that includes
my own nationality.

And there seemed to be a more instinctive understanding of two
things. First of all, of the relationship between prosperity and all
the freedoms that we take for granted in our democracies. That
was important.

And second, I think there was a much smaller, slighter inclina-
tion, though it exists a bit everywhere, a much smaller inclination
to think that the only way you can do business with China is by
kowtowing to China. I think it is complete dribble.

When you actually look at runs of figures, it looks pretty obvious
that the Chinese do business on the same basis as everyone else.
They try to get the best deal they can at the best price. And I sup-
pose we should not blame them if they take advantage of the fact
that a lot of Western governments and even companies seem to
think that in order to get a deal or get business you have to bend
the knee to Chinese politicians. And I simply do not think it is
true.

So I got a huge amount of support from the American business
community and American politicians. And I think that continuing
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to provide that support is very important. I think it is in America’s
interests as we